 Cantionary Advice to the Livery-men of London : With ſome 
% Thoughts on the Proceedings at the laſt (ommon-Hall, Tueſday July 2. 1695. 


Gentlemen, 


; Oafry Webſter Eſq; and Sir Leonard Robinſon Kt. Perſons of known Ability and Loyalty to the Government, 
being on Midſummer- Day lait duly Elected for Sheriffs of the City of London and County of X4jddleſex tor 
F the Year enſuing : 5 

On Tueſday Fuly the 2d following, at a Common-Hall then ſummoned, it was declared there by the Recorder, 
that Godfry Webſter Eſq; and Sir Leonard Robinſon Kt, had .becyediſcharged upon Payment of Four Hundred and 
odd Pounds each 3 therefore that Common-Hall was ſumo fo $o to a new Election of two Sheriffs ; Where- 
upon the Citizens judging they could not legally proceed to a new Election till this Queſtion following was tirft 
put up, and anſwered by the Votcs of the Common-Hall, the Citizens deſired it might be put upz but it was 
refuſed by the Officers that managed the Common-Hall ; the Citizens generally continuing in demanding and infiſt- X 
ing to have it put up for about two Hours: after which that Common-Hall was diſſolved. -# 
The Qaeſtton was as followeth, viz. "$3 

& All you that do adhere to your former EleQion of Godfry Wevſter Eſq; and Sir Leonard Robjnſon Kt. to be IN : 

&« Sheriffs of London and County of Middleſex tor the Year od Hold up your Hands. . WY 

Fellow-Citizens, How warrantable the raiſing Money by Fines may be will moſtly concern thoſe that pratiſe it, 3 
to conſider whether it may not be-interpreted a Sort of Bribery, to take Four Hundred Pounds for the taking off a y 
Burden from one Man's Shoulders to lay it on another's, eſpecially at this time when the Honourable Houſe of / 
Commons have ſo exemplarily puniſh'd ſome, and are in purſuit of others for ſuch Matters, It may further con+ 
cern theſe Men to conſider, whether the A& 7 Car. 1. be not utterly annulPd and made void by the large Char- 
ter of Charles the Second, and the Act of Parliament for reſtoring to the Citizens all their Charters, Free-Cuſtoms, 

Rights and Privileges entire. Tho ſome have in ſcorn term'd the Common-Hall a Mob, yet it is remembred by 

many Citizens, that the two Lord Chief Juſtices, Sir Henry Pollexfen, and Sir George Treby, when of Counſel 

for the Citizens, in Defence of their Charter againſt the Quo Warranto, (where the King's Counſel ſtrongly in- 

titted on an A& of Common- Council for raifing Money, which they would have made a Corporate AR) did 

learnedly argue and ſhew, that an Act of Common-Hall was an Act of the higheſt Authority in London 3 and that 

the Court of Aldermen, the Court of Common-Council, &c. were only Courts to particular Purpoſes, and 

Creatures framed out of that great Body the Common-Hall, and were punithable for their own Faults ; and that "db 
4no Ad of theirs could cauſe a Forfeiture of the Charter : But if the A& had been made in Common-Hall, where" ,* XR 

the Members of theſe particular Courts, or Creatures, do all again return into the great Body of the Common= © 

Hall, and fo the Act had become the Act of the whole, then there might have been ſome colour for a Forfeitungey, FF 

Thus argued thoſe two learned Lawyers. It may not be amiſs to mention the Caſe of Methuſala Turner, in 1670, ** 
* he then tianding for a Bridgmaſier's place at a Common-Hall, and demanding a Poll, which was granted 3 b - 

fore it was finiſhed, Sir Samuel Srarling being then Mayor diſſolved the Common-Hall ; Turner loft his Place, an 

brought his Action againſt the Mayor z it was tried in London by a Jury of Free-Men: the ground of the Action ; 

was, whether the Mayor had Power to diffolve the Common-Hall without the Conſent of the Majority of the 

Members ; whereupon Txrzer had a Verdict againft the Mayor : The Mayor moves for an Arreſt of Judgment in _ 3 

the Common- Pleas, where it was argued ſeveral Days, and Judgment given againſt the Mayor. Afterwards the # 

Mayor removed it to the K#ng's-Bench, by Writ of Error, where Judgment was affirm'd againſt the Mayor, and» 

he was condemned to pay Turner his Coſts and Damages : That Learned Judg, Sir Matthew Hale, ſaying, that 3 

if the Mayor ſhould have Authority to diſſolve the Common-Hall, without the Conſent of the Majority of the. 38 

Members thereof, it would dire&ly tend to ſubvert all the Privileges of this Great and Famous City. From this R® 

may be conſidered, whether the Common-Council, who are {worn to maintain and defend the Free-Cuſtoms, *$ 

Rights and Privileges of the Citizens, (and as the Ld Coke faith, have Power to make Orders for the better putting 20 | 

inexecution the Laws of the Land) have done wiſely in the Act for regulating the Common-Hall. The Cuttom of,g&%5 

G avel-kind is a Law in Kent ;, the Free-Cuſtoms of London are a Law here, and as ſuch are part of the Commgns *$ 

Law of England, and not to be abridged, altered or changed but by Parliament, and not by any other Authority... 

Now, Fellow-Citizens, The (afelt and moſt prudent Courſe is to put no A in Execution that is not plainly 
warranted by the Law of the Land, much leſs any that is againſt it, as ſeveral As of Common-Council are thag. > 
now ſtand unrepealed : And as the Ad of 7 Car. 1. hath this further ill Conſequence, to hara(s the Citizens 
with unneceſſary, grievous. and hazardous Attendances upon multiplied Common-Halls ; it was obſerved” $8 -* 
the laſt Year, as well as this, that the principal Promoters of Fines were the ſame Men that formerly had been. ® © 
mainly inſtrumental in impoling on the City Illegal Sheriffs, whence followed pack'd Juries, the Conſequents 
whereof were the barbarous Murders of my Lord Ruſſel, Col. Sidney, Alderman-Corniſh, &c. and the exorbitant 
Fines and illegal Imprifonments of great Numbers of the Nobility, Gentry, and the belt of the Citizens, Theſe 
Men would do well to conſider what they could have faid for themſelves, had they been proceeded againſt for their 
Irregularities and Crimes, if Judgment had paſſed on them before the General Pardon : It likewiſe concerns all Ho- 
neſt Loyal Citizens, carefully to look to their juſt Rights and Privileges, that they come not again into theſe Mens 
Hands, and ſo worſe things happen to them. Be not unmindful what Anſwers were returned you laft Year, by ſome 
Aldermen whoſe Zeal for the good of the City you doubt not ; Why ſo many elected Sheriffs were diſcharged, 
and the Citizens wearied with to many Common-Halls and Ditturbances ? They anſwered you, they were vexed 
alſo, but could not help it, they were out-voted, and that by ſuch as (c!dom attended tor any other City-Afﬀairs. 

| You will not ſure be unmindful of what great moment it is to give diligent Attendance at the Common-Hall, and 
there unanimcuſly to adhere to and aſſert your former EleEtion, ſo duly and regularly made by Vote and Poll, ard 
with more than oxdinary Attendance and loſs of Time, If you let go this your Legal Choice of two fo very well 
qualified Sheriffs, as Godfry Webſter Eiq; and Sir Leonard Robinſon Kt. you can ſcarcely diſcharge your Conſcience 
cr Qathe, as Freemen and Citizens, whoſe Rights and Privileges you are bound to maintain, by all juſt and 
Izwtul Ways. ? Tis an Old Saying, Poſſeſſion is eleven Points of the Law, (beſides which you have the Point of 
Rigit on your fide 3) you are in Poſſeſſion of your next Year's Sheriffs, and none can hinder you from them but 
your own Selves, by remilsne{s to appear and adhere to your Choice. 
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